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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 7/09/2007. 

Claims 1 , 2, 6, 7, 11 , 12, 16, 17, 21 , 22, 26, 27, 31 , and 33 - 39 are pending in 
this application. Claims 1 , 11,21,31, and 33 are independent claims. In the 
amendment filed 7/09/2007, Claims 1,11,21,31, and 33 were amended. This action is 
made Non-Final. 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
7/09/2007 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 11, 12, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Dickman et al. (US 5877765) in view of Ivens Kathy 

(Optimizing the Windows Registry). 

In regards to claim 1, Dickman teaches a method for providing shortcuts in a 
mobile electronic device, the method comprising: 

providing a collective application neutral shortcut data store that maintains 
shortcut data for a plurality of application types, wherein the shortcut data is 
configurable to include a lookup table, wherein the targets comprise application targets 
and content targets (See Figure 4, Elements 56, 52, and all the other icons on the 
screen; Column 11. Lines 30-37); 

monitoring user input to the mobile electronic device from a shortcut application 
(Column 6, Lines 21-48, since Dickman's invention teaches a general operating system 
it is inherent that it runs on a laptop computer which is a mobile electronic device); 

determining whether the user input is a shortcut input, wherein the shortcut input 
comprises a shortcut tag, and further wherein the shortcut corresponds to a shortcut 
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target in the lookup table (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, Lines 21- 
48); 

locating the shortcut target in the lookup table based on the shortcut tag wherein 
the user input is a shortcut input(See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, 
Lines 21-48); 

executing the application when the located shortcut target is an application (See 
Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, Lines 21-48, i.e. internet browser); and 
executing the application and automatically opening the content data when the 
shortcut target is a content target (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, 
Lines 21-48, i.e. opens the internet browser to a specific web page). 

Dickman does not specifically teach a lookup table that includes a plurality of 
shortcut tag types associated with different types of targets. However, Dickman 
alludes to using a registry to locate the appropriate client application (See Column 1 1 , 
Lines 30-47). Ivens further adds, 

HKEY_CLASSES_ROOT is the same for Windows 95, Windows 98, and Windows 
NT 4. This section of the registry is in charge of three important tasks: 

■ Keeping track of the file extensions and their associations with file types. A 
group of file extension subkeys is devoted to this purpose. 

■ Keeping track of the programs associated with the file types that are 
registered in the system. A group of class-definition subkeys is devoted to this 
information. 

- Keeping track of information about OLE objects and documents. Within the 
subkey \CLSID are the class identifier subkeys that are devoted to tracking 
this information. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Dickman with the teachings of Ivens and include a robust lookup 
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table (i.e. registry) with the motivation to provide the user a simple and convenient 
method of accessing many different applications and application types using shortcuts. 

In regards to claim 2, Dickman-lvens teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Dickman further teaches a method wherein the types of targets include at least one 
selected from a group comprising: telephone numbers, email address, uniform resource 
locator (URL), and contact cards (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52). 

In regards to claim 6, Dickman-lvens teaches all the limitations of claim 1. 
Dickman further teaches a method wherein the shortcut input comprises more than one 
type (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52, the user can either double click to trigger the 
action or just press enter). 

In regards to claim 7, Dickman-lvens teaches all the limitations of claim 6. 
Dickman further teaches a method wherein the types of shortcut input include at least 
one selected from a group comprising: a speed dial input, a voice input, a menu item 
selection input, and an icon selection input (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52, the user 
can either double click to trigger the action or just press enter). 

Claims 11, 12, 16, and 1 7 are similar in scope to claims 1,2,6,7, respectively, 
and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 21, 22, 26, 27, 31, and 33-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dickman et al. (US 5877765) in view of Ivens Kathy 
(Optimizing the Windows Registry) further in view of Mingot et al. (US 6762692). 
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In regards to claim 21, Dickman teaches a method for providing shortcuts in a 
mobile electronic device, the method comprising: 

providing a collective application neutral shortcut data store that maintains 
shortcut data for a plurality of application types, wherein the shortcut data is 
configurable to include a lookup table that includes a plurality of shortcut tag types, 
wherein the targets comprise application targets and content targets, wherein the 
content targets include a target to content data within an application that is navigatable 
to after the initial launch of the application (See Figure 4, Elements 56, 52, and all the 
other icons on the screen; Column 1 1 Lines 30-37); 

monitoring user input to the mobile electronic device from a shortcut application 
(Column 6, Lines 21-48, since Dickman's invention teaches a general operating system 
it is inherent that it runs on a laptop computer which is a mobile electronic device); 

determining whether the user input is a shortcut input, wherein the shortcut input 
comprises a shortcut tag, and further wherein the shortcut corresponds to a shortcut 
target in the lookup table (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, Lines 21- 
48); 

locating the shortcut target in the lookup table based on the shortcut tag wherein 
the user input is a shortcut input(See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, 
Lines 21-48); 

executing the application when the located shortcut target is an application (See 
Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, Lines 21-48, i.e. internet browser); and 
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executing the application and automatically opening the content data when the 
shortcut target is a content target (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, 
Lines 21-48, i.e. opens the internet browser to a specific web page). 

Dickman does not specifically teach a lookup table that associates tags with different 
types of targets. However, Dickman alludes to using a registry to locate the 
appropriate client application (See Column 11, Lines 30-47). Ivens further adds, 

HKEY_CLASSES_ROOT is the same for Windows 95, Windows 98, and Windows 
NT 4. This section of the registry is in charge of three important tasks: 

- Keeping track of the file extensions and their associations with file types. A 
group of file extension subkeys is devoted to this purpose. 

■ Keeping track of the programs associated with the file types that are 
registered in the system. A group of class-definition subkeys is devoted to this 
information. 

■ Keeping track of information about OLE objects and documents. Within the 
subkey \CLSID are the class identifier subkeys that are devoted to tracking 
this information. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Dickman with the teachings of Ivens and include a robust lookup 
table (i.e. registry) with the motivation to provide the user a simple and convenient 
method of accessing many different applications and application types using shortcuts. 

Dickman and Ivens do not specifically teach a method wherein the shortcut tag 
types include at least one member of a group comprising: a speed dial shortcut tag and 
a voice shortcut tag. Mingot teaches including voice shortcut tags ("According to a 
particularly advantageous embodiment of the invention, the voice control makes it 
possible to access certain functional features directly without going via successive 
steps as in the case where the buttons of the remote control device are used. In this 
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case, one will speak of "voice shortcuts". For example, to change the picture display 
format on the screen and switch to a 16/9 display format (when the current format is 
4/3 for example), it is sufficient for the user to utter the words "sixteen ninth" in front of 
the mike of the remote control device so that the corresponding command is sent to the 
circuits 52 (FIG. 3) of the television and so that the display format is modified 
accordingly." (See Column 5, Lines 20-31). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Dickman-lvens with the 
teachings of Mingot and include voice shortcut tags with the motivation to provide the 
user a simpler and quicker method of entering commands. 

In regards to claim 22, Dickman-lvens-Mingot teaches all the limitations of claim 
1 . Dickman further teaches a method wherein the types of targets include at least one 
selected from a group comprising: telephone numbers, email address, uniform resource 
locator (URL), and contact cards (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52). 

In regards to claim 26, Dickman-lvens-Mingot teaches all the limitations of claim 
1 . Dickman further teaches a method wherein the shortcut input comprises more than 
one type (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52, the user can either double click to trigger 
the action or just press enter). 

In regards to claim 27, Dickman-lvens-Mingot teaches all the limitations of claim 
6. Dickman further teaches a method wherein the types of shortcut input include at 
least one selected from a group comprising: a speed dial input, a voice input, a menu 
item selection input, and an icon selection input (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52, the 
user can either double click to trigger the action or just press enter). 
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Claims 31 and 33 are similar in scope to claim 21 and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

In regards to claim 34, Dickman-lvens-Mingot teaches all the limitations of claim 
31 . Dickman further teaches a device wherein the types of targets include at least one 
selected from a group comprising: telephone numbers, email addresses, uniform 
resource locators (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and Column 6, Lines 21-48), and 
contact cards. 

In regards to claim 35, Dickman-lvens-Mingot teaches all the limitations of claim 
31 . Dickman further teaches a device wherein the shortcut input comprises more than 
one type (See Figure 4, all the icons on the screens are shortcuts to the applications). 

In regards to claim 36, Dickman-lvens-Mingot teaches all the limitations of claim 
34. Dickman further teaches a device wherein the types of shortcut input includes one 
selected from a group comprising: a speed dial input, a voice input, a menu item 
selection input, and an icon selection input (See Figure 4, Elements 56 and 52 and 
Column 6, Lines 21-48). 

Claims 37, 38, and 39 are similar in scope to claims 34, 35, and 36 respectively, 
and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21 , 22, 26, 27, 31 , and 33-39 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Applicant's arguments filed 7/09/2007 with respect to claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 11, 12, 16, 
and 17 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In regards to the Applicant's argument that Dickman does not teach a "collective 
application neutral shortcut data store," the Examiner respectfully disagrees. As can be 
seen in Dickman's Figure 4, there is a plurality of shortcuts on the screen and they all 
relate to different applications. Therefore the system stores a plurality of application 
neutral shortcuts. Furthermore, the Applicant reaches the conclusion that Dickman 
does not teach a "collective application neutral shortcut data store," but does not 
support that conclusion. There is no explanation of why Dickman does not teach a 
"collective application neutral shortcut data store." 

In regards to the Applicant's argument that Ivens does not teach "a lookup table 
that includes a plurality of shortcut tag types associated with different types of targets," 
the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Ivens teaches, "Keeping track of the file 
extensions and their associations with file types." The extensions are the tag types and 
the applications are the different types of targets. Furthermore, the Applicant reaches 
the conclusion that Ivens does not teach, "a lookup table that includes a plurality of 
shortcut tag types associated with different types of targets," but does not support that 
conclusion. There is no explanation of why Ivens does not teach said limitation. 
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Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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